Inflammation, being the most frequent form of disturbance in the animal body, has received from pathologists the largest amount of study. By observation and experiment its phenomena have been traced from first to last.
Yet the word conveys to us still but an indefinite meaning; the relation which the changes implied by it bear to each other has not been distinctly grasped. The senses have contributed their part, but the mental element is defective. We still wait for that true knowledge which consists in the recognition of order and mutual dependence ; and our efforts must continue until we are able to place before our intellectual sense the observed phenomena in a rational and necessary sequence.
Nor is there in such an attempt anything unreasonable. The links of necessary causation must exist, and a right knowledge of them must be simpler and more conformable to reason than hypotheses constructed in ignorance. " We seek the relation in which certain observed processes stand to each other, the rational bond between them. In a word, we require a dynamic view of inflammation. Some progress in this direction has indeed been made in the proposition now so generally held, that inflammation is " an altered nutrition." Unquestionably this is so far good. It recognizes in inflammation a process, and excludes therefore the idea, which is so apt to suggest itself to us in relation to all that is not understood, of a specific entity. But torpid sore, and so is inflammation a less evil than the mere decay and loss which would be without it. It is ever to be remembered that the symptoms of increased activity in the inflammatory process can never go beyond their cause, can never exceed the defect of vitality of which they are at once the effect and the sign. IIow violent soever or injurious in their results, the evil is not in them, but in that approximation to death for which they are the divinely appointed and only remedy. True, the results are often disastrous, the materials effused in inflamed organs may interfere with essential functions, or the excitement of the general system may exhaust the powers. But this is because the loss of vitality has existed in a great degree, or has affected a texture of primary importance. An organ that has suffered inflammation is a damaged organ, but it is a better one than if it had not inflamed : a constitution may thereby be weakened, but it might otherwise have sustained a severer injury. So far as is possible, inflammation restores a life that has been lost : it adds to vitality, not detracts from it; loss of vitality is its stai'ting-point, but not its essence. I do not deny, indeed, that the effects of the inflammatory reaction may be injurious, and in a secondary way, as by mechanical pressure or otherwise, may give rise to evils serious or even fatal: nor that it may be wise in many cases to seek to moderate or subdue it.
These are questions which experience must decide; they do not affect the physiological significance of the process.
And this aspect of inflammation becomes the more evident when we view it in relation to the other processes which constitute organic life.
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